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1
AUTONOMOUS DENIAL OF TRANSMISSION
IN DEVICE WITH COEXISTING
COMMUNICATION TECHNOLOGIES

CROSS-REFERENCES TO RELATED
APPLICATION

This claims the benefit of U.S. Provisional Patent Applica-
tion No. 61/738,289, entitled “Method of LTE Uplink
Autonomous Denial for In-Device Coexistence (IDC)” and
filed on Dec. 17, 2012, the disclosure of which is hereby
incorporated herein by reference.

FIELD OF TECHNOLOGY

The present disclosure relates generally to communication
networks and, more particularly, to methods and systems for
mitigating interference between different communication
technologies utilized by a communication device.

BACKGROUND

Wireless communication networks such as wireless wide
area networks (WWAN), wireless local area networks
(WLAN), and wireless personal area networks (WPAN) have
become increasingly common, with different types of net-
works (and the corresponding wireless technologies) fre-
quently coexisting in a single communication device. For
example, user devices (e.g., mobile handsets) designed to
operate using a cellular technology (e.g., Long Term Evolu-
tion (LTE) cellular technology) are increasingly designed to
also use other wireless technologies, such as Wi-Fi and/or
Bluetooth, that operate in the same or nearby frequency
bands. Moreover, communications utilizing the various wire-
less technologies often occur simultaneously. For example, a
user device may transmit data on a cellular uplink channel
while receiving data via a Bluetooth interface. As a result of
this increasing overlap, interference between different wire-
less technologies has become a significant problem.

SUMMARY

In an embodiment, a method, implemented in a communi-
cation device configured to transmit signals conforming to a
first communication protocol, of determining when to disal-
low transmissions according to the first communication pro-
tocol, wherein a number of times that transmissions can be
disallowed in a time frame is limited, includes determining, at
one or more processors, a first measure of a benefit of disal-
lowing transmission during a first time period within the time
frame. The benefit of disallowing transmission during the first
time period includes (i) an immediate benefit of disallowing
transmission during the first time period, and (ii) a future
benefit of having, for use in a subsequent portion of the time
frame, a decremented number of opportunities to disallow
transmission. The method also includes determining, at one
or more processors, a second measure of a benefit of not
disallowing transmission during the first time period. The
benefit of not disallowing transmission during the first time
period includes (i) an immediate benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period, and (ii) a future
benefit of having, for use in the subsequent portion of the time
frame, a non-decremented number of opportunities to disal-
low transmission. The non-decremented number is greater
than the decremented number. The method also includes
determining, at one or more processors, whether to disallow
transmission according to the first communication protocol
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2

during the first time period at least in part by comparing the
first measure to the second measure, and in response to deter-
mining to disallow transmission during the first time period,
preventing, with one or more processors, the communication
device from transmitting according to the first communica-
tion protocol during the first time period.

In another embodiment, a communication device includes
a first transceiver configured to transmit signals conforming
to a first communication protocol, a second transceiver con-
figured to receive signals conforming to a second communi-
cation protocol different than the first communication proto-
col, and an arbiter processor unit coupled to (i) the first
transceiver and (ii) the second transceiver. The arbiter pro-
cessor unit is configured to determine when to disallow trans-
missions according to the first communication protocol, and a
number of times that the arbiter processor unit can disallow
transmissions in a time frame is limited. The arbiter processor
unit is configured to determine when to disallow transmis-
sions by being configured to determine a first measure of a
benefit of disallowing transmission during a first time period
within the time frame. The benefit of disallowing transmis-
sion during the first time period includes (i) an immediate
benefit of disallowing transmission during the first time
period, and (ii) a future benefit of having, for use in a subse-
quent portion of the time frame, a decremented number of
opportunities to disallow transmission, determine a second
measure of a benefit of not disallowing transmission during
the first time period. The benefit of not disallowing transmis-
sion during the first time period includes (i) an immediate
benefit of not disallowing transmission during the first time
period, and (ii) a future benefit of having, for use in the
subsequent portion of the time frame, a non-decremented
number of opportunities to disallow transmission, and the
non-decremented number is greater than the decremented
number. The arbiter processor unit is also configured to deter-
mine when to disallow transmissions by being configured to,
determine whether to disallow transmission according to the
first communication protocol during the first time period at
least by comparing the first measure to the second measure,
and, when determining to disallow transmission during the
first time period, to prevent the first transceiver from trans-
mitting according to the first communication protocol during
the first time period.

In another embodiment, a tangible, non-transitory com-
puter-readable medium stores instructions for determining
when to disallow transmissions according to a first commu-
nication protocol. A number of times that transmissions can
be disallowed in a time frame is limited. The instructions,
when executed by one or more processors, cause the one or
more processors to determine a first measure of a benefit of
disallowing transmission during a first time period within the
time frame. The benefit of disallowing transmission during
the first time period includes (i) an immediate benefit of
disallowing transmission during the first time period, and (ii)
a future benefit of having, for use in a subsequent portion of
the time frame, a decremented number of opportunities to
disallow transmission. The instructions also cause the one or
more processors to determine a second measure of a benefit of
not disallowing transmission during the first time period. The
benefit of not disallowing transmission during the first time
period includes (i) an immediate benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period, and (ii) a future
benefit of having, for use in the subsequent portion of the time
frame, a non-decremented number of opportunities to disal-
low transmission, and the non-decremented number is greater
than the decremented number. The instructions also cause the
one or more processors to determine whether to disallow
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transmission according to the first communication protocol
during the first time period at least by comparing the first
measure to the second measure, and, when determining to
disallow transmission during the first time period, to prevent
a communication device from transmitting according to the
first communication protocol during the first time period.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

FIG. 11is a block diagram of an example system in which a
user device supports multiple, coexisting wireless communi-
cation technologies.

FIG. 2 is a diagram of an example schedule of transmitting
and receiving signals of different communication protocols.

FIG. 3 is a diagram of an example solution that specifies
when to disallow LTE uplink transmissions over a period of
multiple subframes, according to an embodiment and sce-
nario.

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of an example user device con-
figured to implement a technique for determining when to
disallow LTE uplink transmissions, according to an embodi-
ment.

FIG. 5 is a flow diagram of an example method of deter-
mining when to disallow transmissions of signals conforming
to a first communication protocol, according to an embodi-
ment.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

FIG. 1 is a block diagram of an example system 5 in which
a user device 10 supports multiple, coexisting wireless com-
munication technologies. In the example system 5, the user
device 10 is configured to communicate according to both a
cellular, Long Term Evolution (LTE) protocol and a wireless
local area network (WLAN), Wi-Fi protocol. To support these
protocols, the user device 10 includes an LTE transmitter 12
configured to generate and transmit signals conforming to the
LTE protocol and a Wi-Fi receiver 14 configured to receive
and decode signals conforming to the Wi-Fi protocol. The
LTE transmitter 12 transmits LTE uplink (UL) signals to an
LTE receiver 20 (e.g., an eNodeB, or eNB) over a wireless
link 22, and the Wi-Fi receiver 14 receives Wi-Fi signals from
a Wi-Fi transmitter (e.g., access point, or AP) 30 over a
wireless link 32.

In some scenarios, the LTE transmitter 12 transmits data
over wireless link 22 at least in part simultaneously with the
reception of data by the Wi-Fi receiver 14 over wireless link
32. Moreover, in some scenarios, the bands or channels uti-
lized by the LTE and Wi-Fi communications are adjacent in
frequency. If communications using the two wireless tech-
nologies are simultaneous, and are sufficiently close in fre-
quency, the physical proximity of the antennas on the user
device 10 can lead to a high level of interference that may
significantly degrade reliability and throughput. For example,
transmission of data over the LTE wireless link 22 results in
interference via path 36 that can significantly degrade reli-
ability and throughput of the Wi-Fi wireless link 32. Interfer-
ence can also occur in the opposite direction (e.g., a Wi-Fi
transmitter (not shown) in user device 10 may cause interfer-
ence at an LTE receiver (not shown) in user device 10), or in
communications from or between other wireless technologies
of the user device 10, in some systems and scenarios.

Recently, it has been specified that, for an “in-device coex-
istence” (IDC) user equipment (UE) such as the user device 5
of FIG. 1, an eNB such as LTE receiver 20 should give the UE
the ability to autonomously deny LTE uplink transmissions
during particular subframes in order to reduce interference, at

20

25

30

40

45

55

4

those times, to 2.4 GHz ISM band (e.g., Wi-Fi or Bluetooth)
signals being received by the UE. Under this specification, the
eNB regulates the maximum average rate of LTE uplink
transmission denials that can be made by the UE, thereby
limiting the number of LTE subframes, within a particular
time period, in which LTE uplink transmission may be
denied.

The decision, at the UE, of when to deny LTE uplink
transmission may be viewed as a resource allocation problem.
For example, if the eNB allows a UE only n opportunities to
deny an LTE uplink transmission during a subframe over the
course of p subframes (where p>n), the problem becomes
how to allocate each of the n transmission denials across the
p subframes. In particular, for each subframe, the problem
may be framed as whether to use one of the n denial oppor-
tunities in that subframe, or to instead save the denial for a
potentially more critical time in the future. The problem may
be better understood by considering an example, such as the
example schedule 50 shown in FIG. 2. In the example sched-
ule 50, LTE uplink signal 60A is expected to be transmitted,
or to be available for transmission, in a first subframe (sub-
frame 1), LTE uplink signal 60B is expected to be transmitted,
or to be available for transmission, in a second subframe
(subframe i+1), and LTE uplink signal 60C is expected to be
transmitted, or to be available for transmission, in a third
subframe (subframe i+2). Also in the example schedule 50,
Wi-Fi signal 62A is expected to be received in subframe i,
Wi-Fi signal 62B is expected to be received in subframe i+1,
and Wi-Fi signal 62C is expected to be received in subframe
i+2. The relative sizes of the arrows corresponding to the LTE
uplink signals 60A-60C and Wi-Fi signals 62A-62C repre-
sent the importance associated with transmitting (or receiv-
ing) the respective LTE uplink signal (or Wi-Fi signal) during
the indicated subframe. For example, the larger arrow corre-
sponding to LTE uplink signal 60C and subframe i+2 indi-
cates that it is more “important” to transmit L'TE uplink signal
60C at subframe i+2 than it is to transmit LTE uplink signal
60A at subframe i or LTE uplink signal 60B at subframe i+1
(i.e., a larger benefit/utility is associated with the former than
the latter). As another example, the larger arrow correspond-
ing to Wi-Fi signal 62B and subframe i+1 indicates that it is
more important to receive Wi-Fi signal 62B at subframe i+1
than it is to receive Wi-Fi signal 62A at subframe i or Wi-Fi
signal 62C at subframe i+2. The sizes of the various arrows in
FIG. 2 may represent the importance of the signals them-
selves (e.g., priorities of the signals scheduled for those sub-
frames), and/or how good channel conditions are expected to
be (e.g., estimated throughputs) during the respective sub-
frames.

If considered one subframe at a time, and without any
consideration of future subframes, the decision whether to
deny an LTE uplink transmission can be relatively straight-
forward. This “short-sighted” approach, however, may fail to
provide satisfactory results when more critical Wi-Fi signals
(and/or better Wi-Fi channel conditions, etc.) are expected in
the future. Consider, for example, a simple scenario in which
only a single LTE uplink transmission denial opportunity is
allowed, and in which the short-sighted approach decides to
deny the LTE uplink signal 60A at subframe i. While this may
provide some near-term benefit (by allowing Wi-Fi signal
62A to be received without interference from LTE uplink
signal 60A), that benefit is quickly overshadowed by the
inability to deny transmission of the LTE uplink signal 60B at
subframe i+1, at a time when it is more important that Wi-Fi
signal 62B be received.

In embodiments described below, a framework is provided
for autonomous denial of LTE uplink transmissions or, more
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generally, for denial of transmissions according to a particular
communication protocol. Under this framework, in some
embodiments, dynamic programming techniques are used to
make decisions as to whether to deny a transmission in a
particular time period (e.g., in an LTE subframe) by consid-
ering not only the immediate benefits of denying or allowing
a transmission in a particular time period, but also the future
benefits of denying or allowing that transmission. Dynamic
programming is an optimization technique in which a com-
plex problem is transformed into a sequence of relatively
simple problems. Generally, an optimization problem is
solved in multiple “stages” each having one or more possible
“states,” with the solution for one stage being used in a recur-
sive manner to help determine the solution for the next stage.
A problem can only be solved using dynamic programming if
the problem is formulated such that the problem exhibits
certain properties (e.g., “optimal substructure’), and it is gen-
erally difficult to determine whether, and how, an optimiza-
tion problem can be structured in order to have the requisite
properties. In some embodiments, the inherent properties of
dynamic programming provide efficient utilization of pro-
cessing resources. Moreover, in some embodiments, the con-
sideration of both immediate and future benefits allows an
optimal (or near-optimal) allocation of a limited number of
transmission denial opportunities within a particular time
frame.

In some embodiments, the transmission denial techniques
described below are implemented in a user device (such as
user device 10 of FIG. 1, for example) that is configured to
operate according to LTE and Wi-Fi communication proto-
cols. In other embodiments, however, the techniques are
instead implemented in a user device configured to operate
according to other communication protocols. In one embodi-
ment, for example, the techniques are implemented in a user
device that is similar to user device 10 of FIG. 1, but with LTE
transmitter 12 replaced by a Universal Mobile Telecommu-
nications System (UMTS), WiMax, or other suitable cellular,
wireless wide area network (WWAN) or other wireless tech-
nology transmitter, and/or with Wi-Fi receiver 14 replaced by
a Bluetooth, wireless USB, or other suitable WLAN, wireless
personal area network (WPAN) or other wireless technology
receiver. For ease of explanation, however, the following
description refers to an embodiment the same as or similar to
that shown in FIG. 1, with the user device allocating a limited
number of denial opportunities within a set of LTE subframes
in order to reduce interference to Wi-Fi reception at the user
device.

In one embodiment, a dynamic programming approach
utilizes a function U,(k), which represents the total utility/
benefit of having k remaining LTE uplink transmit denial
opportunities at the i-th of p subframes. In an embodiment,
the function U,(k) has the form:

U (k=max{U;, (k)+R,(no denial), Uy, (k-1)+R;(de-

nial)} (Equation 1)

In Equation 1, R,(no denial) is the immediate benefit of not
denying LTE uplink transmission in subframe i, R,(denial) is
the immediate benefit of denying LTE uplink transmission in
subframe i, U,, | (k) is the future benefit of having k remaining
LTE uplink transmit denial opportunities at the (i+1)-th sub-
frame, and U,, (k-1) is the future benefit of having k-1
remaining LTE uplink transmit denial opportunities at the
(i+1)-th subframe. As used herein, a benefit of using, or not
using, a transmit denial opportunity in a particular time period
(e.g., subframe) is referred to as an “immediate benefit” or a
“future benefit,” depending on which time period is currently
under consideration. In one embodiment, for example, and
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referring back to FIG. 2, the size of the arrow corresponding
to Wi-Fi signal 62A (and/or the size of the arrow correspond-
ing to LTE uplink signal 60A) impacts the “immediate ben-
efit” of denying or not denying L'TE uplink transmission when
deciding whether to deny transmission at subframe whereas
the sizes of the arrows corresponding to Wi-Fi signals 62B
and 62C (and/or the sizes of the arrows corresponding to LTE
uplink signals 60B and 60C) impact the “future benefit” of
denying or not denying LTE uplink transmission when decid-
ing whether to deny transmission at subframe i. Similarly, in
an embodiment, the size of the arrow corresponding to Wi-Fi
signal 62B (and/or the size of the arrow corresponding to LTE
uplink signal 60B) impacts the “immediate benefit” of deny-
ing or not denying LTE uplink transmission when deciding
whether to deny transmission at subframe i+1, whereas the
size of the arrow corresponding to Wi-Fi signal 62C (and/or
the size of the arrow corresponding to L'TE uplink signal 60C)
impacts the “future benefit” of denying or not denying LTE
uplink transmission when deciding whether to deny transmis-
sion at subframe i+1. The term “immediate benefit” does not
necessarily mean that the benefit is immediately recognized
or effectuated, but rather is used to distinguish from the
“future benefit” of having, in later time periods, fewer denial
opportunities remaining (if a denial opportunity is used in the
current time period) or a same number of denial opportunities
remaining (if a denial opportunity is not used in the current
time period). The types of benefits or utility that are quantified
by U,(k), R,(denial) and R,(no denial) are discussed further
below.

In some embodiments, Equation 1 is solved at each stage
(e.g., each subframe) for each of multiple values of k. In one
embodiment, for example, Equation 1 is solved, at each stage,
for each value of k from 0 to n, where n is the maximum
number of LTE uplink transmission denials allowed over the
course of p subframes. In some such embodiments, however,
no solution is calculated for states that are not permitted or
possible. In one embodiment and scenario where n>0 denial
opportunities are provided, for example, Equation 1 is only
solved, at the earliest subframe (i=1), for the case of k=n,
because the full number of denial opportunities will always be
available at the first subframe, and Equation 1 is only solved,
at the next subframe (i=2), for the cases of k=n and k=n-1
because at most one denial opportunity will have been used
by the second subframe, etc.

In some embodiments in which the user device (e.g., UE)
knows future traffic scheduling for LTE uplink signals and/or
Wi-Fi receive signals, Equation 1 is solved for all subframes
i=1 to p using backward induction. In one embodiment, for
example, U, (k) is solved first by using one or more boundary
conditions, such as U,,,,(k)=0 for all k (i.e., the benefit of
having any remaining transmit denial opportunities left after
the period of p subframes has expired is assumed to be zero).
Next, U,_,(k) is solved, and then U,_,(k), and so on, in a
recursive manner, until U,(k) is solved for all subframes i. In
one such embodiment, Equation 1 is only used, at each stage/
subframe, for values of k that are greater than zero, with a
simplified equation instead being used for the case of k=0
(because the benefit of a denial should not be considered if no
denial opportunities remain). In one embodiment, for
example, Equation 1 is used at each stage/subframe for k>1,
but the following equation is used at each stage/subframe for
k=0:

U,(0)=U,, ,(0)+R,(no denial) (Equation 2)

Once U,(k) has been solved, for all stages/subframes i=1 to
p, and for each state k (or for each permissible state k), in an
embodiment, a decision of whether to deny or not deny is
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made for each subframe i. In an embodiment, the decision is
made by comparing a total (immediate plus future) benefit of
using a denial at subframe i with a total benefit of saving the
denial for future use, and selecting the option with the higher
total benefit. To this end, in an embodiment, the decision of
whether to deny LTE uplink transmission at subframe i is
made by comparing a first quantity U, ,;(k)+R,(no denial)
with a second quantity U, ,(k-1)+R,(denial). In this embodi-
ment, the user device does not deny the transmission at sub-
frame i if the first quantity is greater than the second quantity
(or, in some embodiments, if the first quantity is greater than
or equal to the second quantity), but does deny the transmis-
sion at subframe 1 if the second quantity is greater than the
first quantity (or, in some embodiments, if the second quantity
is greater than or equal to the first quantity). In an embodi-
ment, the comparison is made for each subframe in a window
of p subframes in order to generate a denial decision at each
of the p subframes.

FIG. 3 is a diagram of an example solution 100 that speci-
fies when to disallow LTE uplink transmissions over a period
of multiple subframes, according to one embodiment and
scenario. In an embodiment, the solution 100 is arrived at by
calculations in a user device such as user device 10 of FIG. 1,
for example. For illustration purposes, the example solution
100 corresponds to a relatively simple problem/scenario, with
only four subframes (i.e., p=4) in which to allocate two denial
opportunities (i.e., n=2). In this example embodiment and
scenario, the following values of R,(denial) and R,(no denial)
are associated with each subframe is

TABLE 1
I 1 2 3 4
R (denial) 7 14 12 9
R,(no denial) 6 5 10 10

In the example scenario of FIG. 3, each of boxes 102A-
102L represents a stage/state combination, where the stage
corresponds to the subframe number (i) and the state corre-
sponds to the number (k) of LTE uplink transmission denial
opportunities that remain at the beginning of subframe i.
Thus, for example, box 102A corresponds to the first sub-
frame for the case of k=2 (i.e., two denial opportunities
remain), box 102D corresponds to the first subframe for the
case of k=1 (i.e., one denial opportunity remains), etc.

Using backward induction, in an embodiment, U,(k) is
calculated first, for each k from k=0 to n (i.e., 0 to 2). Using
Equations 1 and 2, and with the boundary condition U, (k)=0
for all k, in an embodiment, the values of U, (k) are calculated
as follows:

U,(0)=Us(0)+R,(no denial)=0+10=10 (Equation 3)

U,(1)=max{Us(1)+R,4(no denial),Us(0)+R,(denial) }=
max{0+10,0+9=max10,9=10 (Equation 4)

U,(2)=max{Us(2)+R,4(no denial),Us(1)+R,(denial) }=

max{0+10,0+9=max10,9=10 (Equation 5)

At the next earliest stage/subframe, in an embodiment, the
values of U,(k) are used to calculate values of U,(k) as fol-
lows:

U3 (0)=U,(0)+R;(no denial)=10+10=20 (Equation 6)

U,(1)=max{U,(1)+R;(no denial),U,(0)+R;(denial) }=
max{10+10,10+12=max20,22=22 (Equation 7)

U,(2)=max{U,(2)+R;(no denial),U,(1)+R;(Denial) }=

max{10+10,10+12=max20,22=22 (Equation 8)
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At the next earliest stage/subframe, in an embodiment, the
values of U;(k) are used to calculate values of U,(k) as fol-
lows:

U,(0)=U;(0)+R,(no denial)=20+5=25 (Equation 9)
U,(1)=max{Us(1)+R,(no denial),U3(0)+R,(denial) }=

max{22+5,20+14=max27,34=34 (Equation 10)

U,(2)=max{U;(2)+R,(no denial),U;(1)+R,(denial) }=

max{22+5,22+14=max27,36=36 (Equation 11)

Finally, at the next earliest (i.e., first) stage/subframe, in an
embodiment, the values of U,(k) are used to calculate values
of U, (k) as follows:

U, (0)=U,(0)+R | (no denial)=25+6=31 (Equation 12)
U, (1)=max{U,(1)+R (no denial),U>(0)+R (denial) }=

max{34+6,25+7=max40,32=40 (Equation 13)

U,(2)=max{U,(2)+R(no denial),U>(1)+R(denial) }=

max{36+6,34+7=max42,41=42 (Equation 14)

In an embodiment, each calculated value of U,(k) is stored
in a memory, and then recalled from the memory when
needed for future calculations, such that it is not necessary to
calculate the same quantity multiple times. In one embodi-
ment, for example, the value of U,(0) (i.e., the value 10) is
stored in memory after being calculated in Equation 3, and is
recalled from the memory for use in the calculations of Equa-
tions 6 and 7, and the value of U,(1) (i.e., also the value 10) is
stored in the memory after being calculated in Equation 4, and
is recalled from the memory for use in the calculations of
Equations 7 and 8, etc.

Itis seen in FIG. 3 that the example solution 100 results in
agreatest total benefit (42) atbox 102A, which corresponds to
two transmit opportunities being available at the outset (i=1).
This is intuitively obvious, as there is no possible down-side
(in this embodiment/example) in having fewer than the maxi-
mum number of denial opportunities at the beginning of the
window of p subframes. From that starting point (i=1,k=2), in
an embodiment, the decision of whether to deny LTE uplink
transmission at subframe i is made by denying transmission
only if the quantity U,, , (k-1)+R,(denial) is greater than (or
greater than or equal to) the quantity U, , (k)+R,(no denial). In
an embodiment, each of these sums is also stored in memory
after being calculated in Equations 3 through 14, above.

Using this example decision criterion, and starting at box
102A with k=2 at subframe i=1, the decision at subframe i=1
is made by comparing U,(1)+R(denial)=34+7=41 with the
quantity U,(2)+R,(no denial)=36+6=42. Because the latter
quantity is greater, the decision is made not to deny transmis-
sion at the first subframe (i=1), meaning that k will still be
equal to 2 at the second subframe (i=2). Next, at box 102D,
the decision at subframe i=2 is made by comparing U;(1)+R,
(denial}=22+14=36 with the quantity U;(2)+R, (no denial)=
22+5=27. Because the former quantity is greater, the decision
is made to deny transmission at the second subframe (i=2),
causing k to decrement to k=1 for the third subframe (i=3).
Next, at box 102H, the decision at subframe i=3 is made by
comparing U,(0)+R; (denial)=10+12=22 with the quantity
UL(1D)+R; (no denial)=10+10=20. Because the former quan-
tity is greater, the decision is made to deny transmission at the
third subframe (i=3), causing k to decrement to k=0 for the
fourth and final subframe (i=4). As noted above, in an
embodiment, a boundary condition is established by assum-
ing that U5(k)=0 for all k. Next, at box 102L, the decision at
subframe i=4 is made by comparing U5(-1)+R, (denial)=0+
9=9 with the quantity Us(0)+R, (no denial)=0+10=10.
Because the latter quantity is greater, the decision is made not
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to deny transmission at the fourth subframe (i=4). Of course,
because k had already decremented to zero, there never was
any possibility of denying transmission at the final subframe,
in this embodiment and scenario. In some embodiments,
therefore, comparisons of the above sort are not made for
remaining subframes when it has already been determined
that k has decremented to zero. Instead, in these embodi-
ments, it is automatically decided/recognized that there will
be no transmission denials in any remaining subframes (in the
current window of p subframes) once k decrements to zero.

Moreover, in some embodiments, states that are not per-
mitted in the example solution 100 are not calculated in order
to conserve processing resources. In one embodiment in
which n=2, for example, U,(k) is not calculated for at least
box 102C (i=1, k=0) and box 102B (i=1, k=1). As another
example, in an embodiment in which n=2 and all denial
opportunities must be used within the p subframes, U,(k) is
not calculated for at least box 102C (i=1, k=0), box 102B
(i=1, k=1), box 102K (i=4, k=1) and box 102L (i=4, k=2).

In the example scenario of FIG. 3, the solution calculated
using the technique discussed above is shown by the dashed
lines/arrows. It is noted that this solution is different than the
solution that would result if decisions were instead made
based only on immediate, and not future, benefits. If only
immediate benefits were considered (e.g., denying or not
denying at subframe i based only on a comparison of R,(de-
nial) and R,(no denial)), for example, the immediate benefits
shown in Table I would result in denying LTE uplink trans-
mission at subframes 1 and 2 rather than subframes 2 and 3,
which would in turn result in a lower overall benefit/utility
from the allocation of denial opportunities in the window of
four subframes (i.e., 7+14+10+10=41, rather than 42).

In an embodiment, each window of p subframes in which n
denials are allowed is fixed, with each window being adjacent
to, but not overlapping, the next window of p subframes. In
other embodiments, however, the window of p subframesis a
moving window, whereby adjacent windows overlap each
other.

The variables R,(denial) and R,(no denial) (and therefore
U,k)) in the above examples represent different metrics
according to different embodiments. In some embodiments,
for example, R (denial) and R,(no denial) represent through-
puts that are expected based on predicted channel conditions
and/or predicted traffic scheduling. In one such embodiment,
R,(denial) is a metric or value that increases as the expected
Wi-Fi throughput during LTE subframe i increases, and/or
R,(no denial) is a metric or value that decreases as the
expected Wi-Fi receive throughput during LTE subframe i
increases (and/or as the expected LTE uplink throughput dur-
ing subframe i decreases).

The various expected throughputs are estimated based on
different factors, according to different embodiments. In one
embodiment, for example, one or more of the Wi-Fi (and/or
LTE uplink) throughputs is/are estimated based on channel
conditions (e.g., signal-to-noise ratio, other scheduled com-
munications that can cause interference, etc.) that are
expected for the i-th subframe, and/or estimated based on an
amount of data expected to be received by (Wi-Fi) or sent by
(LTE) the user device during the i-th subframe. In one
embodiment, for example, R,(denial) is relatively large if
Wi-Fi receive channel conditions are expected to be robust
during the i-th subframe, and/or if LTE uplink channel con-
ditions are expected to be poor during the i-th subframe, and
R,(no denial) is relatively large if Wi-Fi receive channel con-
ditions are expected to be poor during the i-th subframe,
and/or if LTE uplink channel conditions are expected to be
robust during the i-th subframe.
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Alternatively, or additionally, in an embodiment, R,(de-
nial) and R,(no denial) represent measures of importance
associated with the expected data/signal itself. In one such
embodiment, for example, R,(denial) is relatively large if a
Wi-Fi signal with high priority data is expected to be received
during the i-th subframe, and/or if no LTE uplink signal with
high priority data is ready to be sent during the i-th subframe,
and R,(no denial) is relatively large if an LTE uplink signal
with high priority data is ready to be sent during the i-th
subframe, and/or if no Wi-Fi signal with high priority data is
expected to be received during the i-th subframe.

In some embodiments, values of R,(denial) and R,(no
denial) over the window of p subframes are based on a priori
knowledge of Wi-Fi and/or LTE uplink traffic scheduling,
and/or based on metrics (e.g., channel signal-to-noise ratios)
that are assumed to be fixed for the duration of the window. In
other embodiments, however, stochastic modeling is used to
better capture the uncertainty associated with Wi-Fi and/or
LTE signal prediction. In an embodiment, for example, Equa-
tions 1 and 2 are modified to account for probability distribu-
tions associated with traffic scheduling and/or channel con-
ditions.

FIG. 4 shows how the autonomous transmission denial
techniques described above are applied to an example user
device 150, which provides a slightly more detailed view of
user device 10 in FIG. 1, according to one embodiment. To
support LTE communications with an eNB, and Wi-Fi com-
munications with an AP, the user device 150 includes an LTE
transceiver 152 coupled to a set of one or more antennas 154
and a Wi-Fi transceiver 160 coupled to a set of one or more
antennas 162. As noted above in connection with FIG. 1, in
some embodiments the user device 150 supports other coex-
isting communication technologies, instead of;, or in addition
to, LTE and/or Wi-Fi (e.g., UMTS, WiMax, Bluetooth, etc.).
The user device 150 also includes an arbiter unit 170 coupled
to the LTE transceiver 152 and Wi-Fi transceiver 160, and a
memory 172 coupled to the arbiter unit 170. In some embodi-
ments, the LTE transceiver 152, Wi-Fi transceiver 160, and/or
arbiter unit 170 is/are implemented in whole or in part by one
ormore physical processors within the user device 150. In one
embodiment, for example, one or more of the physical pro-
cessors (e.g., processors of LTE transceiver 152 and/or Wi-Fi
transceiver 160) include(s) one or more hardware processors,
such as integrated circuits (e.g., application specific inte-
grated circuits (ASICs), programmable logic devices, etc.) or
acollection of discrete hardware components, for example. In
another embodiment, one or more of the physical processors
(e.g., a processor of arbiter unit 170) is/are configured to read
and execute software or firmware instructions stored on a
tangible, non-transitory, computer-readable memory (e.g., a
magnetic disk, optical disk, random access memory (RAM),
read-only memory (ROM), flash memory, etc.). In some
embodiments, the software or firmware instructions include
machine-readable instructions that, when executed by the
processor(s), cause the processor(s) to perform the actions
and/or calculations described above in connection with FIG.
2 or FIG. 3.

In an embodiment, the arbiter unit 170 makes LTE uplink
denial decisions for the user device 150, and communicates
those decisions to LTE transceiver 152. In one embodiment
where the user device 150 implements one of the example
techniques described above, the user device 150 receives an
indication of the maximum number of LTE transmit denial
opportunities (n) in a known window of p subframes from an
eNB via LTE transceiver 152. In some embodiments, the eNB
instead provides a maximum average denial rate (e.g., LTE
uplink transmission may be denied up to 10% of all LTE
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subframes, up to 20% of all LTE subframes, etc.), or other
suitable parameter from which n can be derived, and the
arbiter unit 170 or another suitable unit in user device 150
calculates n accordingly.

In an embodiment, information needed to calculate the
values of R,(denial) and R,(no denial), such as traffic sched-
uling information, channel state information, and/or other
suitable information, is provided to the arbiter unit 170 of user
device 150. In the embodiment shown in FIG. 4, for example,
LTE uplink channel and/or LTE signaling information is
received by the LTE transceiver 152 (e.g., from an eNB),
and/or is measured by the LTE transceiver 152, and Wi-Fi
receive channel and/or Wi-Fi signaling information is
received by the Wi-Fi transceiver 160 (e.g., from a Wi-Fi AP),
and/or is measured by the Wi-Fitransceiver 160, before being
passed to the arbiter unit 170 for calculation of the various R,
values. In an alternative embodiment, the various R, values
are themselves transmitted to user device 150 (e.g., by a Wi-Fi
AP and/or eNB). Once the R; values are determined (e.g.,
received and/or calculated) by arbiter unit 170, in an embodi-
ment, the arbiter unit 170 calculates the various values of
U,(k) (e.g., according to Equations 1 and 2, in an embodi-
ment), and uses the values of U,(k), R,(denial) and R,(no
denial) to make the LTE transmission denial decision at each
subframe i in the window of p subframes. Indicators of those
decisions are provided to a transmitter portion of LTE trans-
ceiver 152 in order prevent LTE uplink transmission in the
appropriate subframes, in an embodiment. As noted in con-
nection with the example solution 100 of FIG. 3, in some
embodiments, various calculated values are used multiple
times during the recursive process. In an embodiment, values
such as these (e.g., including the sums that are compared
against each other in order to make denial decisions) are
stored in memory 172 by arbiter unit 170, and retrieved by
arbiter unit 170 as needed. In various embodiments, the
memory 172 is a volatile or non-volatile memory, such as
RAM or ROM, for example.

FIG. 5 is a flow diagram of an example method 200 of
determining when to disallow transmissions according to a
first communication protocol, according to one embodiment.
In some embodiments, the number of times that transmissions
can be disallowed within a given time frame is limited. In one
embodiment in which the first communication protocol is an
LTE protocol, for example, each time period in which trans-
mission can be denied (or not denied) is an LTE subframe, and
LTE uplink transmissions can be disallowed in no more than
n subframes of a window of p subframes (where nis an integer
with 0<n<p). In other embodiments, the first communication
protocol is a different, non-LTE protocol, such as UMTS,
WiMax, etc.

In an embodiment, the method 200 is implemented in a
communication device that is configured to transmit signals
conforming to the first communication protocol. In some
embodiments, the communication device is a user device
(e.g., a smartphone, mobile handset, laptop, tablet device,
etc.), such as user device 10 of FIG. 1 or user device 150 of
FIG. 4, for example. More specifically, in one embodiment,
the method 200 is implemented by one or more processors of
an arbiter unit of a communication device, such as arbiter unit
170 of user device 150 in FIG. 4, for example. In some
embodiments, the communication device implementing the
method 200 is also configured to receive signals conforming
to a different, second communication protocol, such as a
Wi-Fi or Bluetooth protocol, for example. In other embodi-
ments, however, the communication device implementing the
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method 200 denies transmissions of the first communication
protocol to prevent interference with transmissions and/or
receptions by other devices.

At block 210, a first measure of a benefit of disallowing
transmission during a first time period within the time frame
is determined. In one embodiment, the benefit of disallowing
transmission during the first time period includes both an
immediate benefit of disallowing transmission during the first
time period, and a future benefit of having, for use in a
subsequent portion of the time frame, a decremented number
of'opportunities to disallow transmission. In one embodiment
in which the first time period is an i-th time period, for
example, the first measure is the quantity U,, , (k-1+Ri(de-
nial), as discussed above in connection with Equation 1, with
Ui+1k-1 being a measure of the future benefit and R,(denial)
being a measure of the immediate benefit. In an embodiment,
U,,(k-1)andR,(denial) are calculated by an arbiter unit such
as arbiter unit 170 of FIG. 4, for example.

At block 220, a second measure of a benefit of not disal-
lowing transmission during the first time period is deter-
mined. In one embodiment, the benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period includes both an
immediate benefit of not disallowing transmission during the
first time period, and a future benefit of having, for use in a
subsequent portion of the time frame, a same (non-decre-
mented) number of opportunities to disallow transmission. In
one embodiment in which the first time period is an i-th time
period, for example, the second measure is the quantity U,
(k)+R,(no denial), as discussed above in connection with
Equation 1, with U,, , (k) being a measure of the future benefit
and R,(no denial) being a measure of the immediate benefit.
In an embodiment, U, (k) and R,(no denial) are calculated
by an arbiter unit such as arbiter unit 170 of FIG. 4, for
example.

In some embodiments, the values of U, , (k-1) and U, , (k)
in blocks 210 and 220, respectively, are calculated as a part of
a recursive process, as discussed above in connection with
Equations 1 or 2 and in connection with the example solution
100 of FIG. 3. Moreover, in some embodiments, the values of
R,(denial) and R,(no denial) in blocks 210 and 220, respec-
tively, are determined in a manner such as that discussed
above (e.g., based on known/expected future traffic schedul-
ing, priorities, etc.). In one embodiment in which the com-
munication device implementing the method 200 is also con-
figured to receive signals conforming to a different, second
communication protocol, for example, the first measure and/
or the second measure is/are determined based at least in part
on (1) a benefit of receiving one or more signals conforming
to the second communication protocol during the first time
period, (2) a benefit of receiving one or more signals con-
forming to the second communication protocol during one or
more time periods in the subsequent portion of the time
frame, (3) a benefit of transmitting one or more signals con-
forming to the first communication protocol during the first
time period, and/or (4) a benefit of transmitting one or more
signals conforming to the first communication protocol dur-
ing one or more time periods in the subsequent portion of the
time frame.

At block 230, the first measure determined at block 210 is
compared to the second measure determined at block 220,
and it is determined, based at least in part on that comparison,
whether to disallow transmission according to the first com-
munication protocol during the first time period. In an
embodiment, a determination is made to disallow transmis-
sion at block 230 only if the first measure is greater than, or
greater than or equal to, the second measure.
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Ifitis determined at block 230 to disallow the transmission,
flow proceeds to block 240. At block 240, the communication
device implementing the method 200 is prevented from trans-
mitting according to the first communication protocol during
the first time period. In various embodiments, the communi-
cation device is prevented from transmitting by sending a
command to a transceiver in the communication device, or in
some other suitable manner.

If it is determined at block 230 to not disallow the trans-
mission, flow proceeds to block 250. At block 250, the com-
munication device implementing the method 200 is not pre-
vented from transmitting according to the first
communication protocol during the first time period. In vari-
ous embodiments, the communication device is not prevented
from transmitting by sending a command (e.g., an enable
command) to a transceiver in the communication device, by
refraining from sending a command to not transmit (e.g., at a
time when the transceiver would otherwise expect such a
command), or in some other suitable manner.

In some embodiments, the order of the blocks of method
200 is changed, and/or some of the blocks are performed at
least partially in parallel. For example, in one embodiment,
the first measure and second measure are calculated (at blocks
210 and 220) substantially in parallel. Moreover, in some
embodiments, the method 200 includes additional steps not
shown in FIG. 5. In one embodiment, for example, the
method 200 includes, prior to blocks 210 and 220, determin-
ing (e.g., based on information received from an eNB or other
base station) an allowed number of opportunities to disallow
transmission according to the first communication protocol.
In one such embodiment, the determination of the first mea-
sure at block 210 and the determination of the second measure
at block 220 are both based in part on the allowed number of
opportunities.

At least some of the various blocks, operations, and tech-
niques described above with reference to FIG. 5 may be
implemented in hardware, a processor executing firmware
and/or software instructions, or any combination thereof.
When implemented utilizing a processor executing software
or firmware instructions, the software or firmware instruc-
tions may be stored in any computer readable memory such as
on a magnetic disk, an optical disk, or other tangible storage
medium, in a RAM or ROM or flash memory, processor, hard
disk drive, optical disk drive, tape drive, etc. Likewise, the
software or firmware instructions may be delivered to a user
or a system via any known or desired delivery method includ-
ing, for example, on a computer readable disk or other trans-
portable, tangible computer storage mechanism or via com-
munication media. Communication media typically
embodies computer readable instructions, data structures,
program modules or other data in a modulated data signal
such as a carrier wave or other transport mechanism. The term
“modulated data signal” means a signal that has one or more
of its characteristics set or changed in such a manner as to
encode information in the signal. By way of example, and not
limitation, communication media includes wired media such
as a wired network or direct-wired connection, and wireless
media such as acoustic, radio frequency, infrared and other
wireless media. Thus, the software or firmware instructions
may be delivered to a user or a system via a communication
channel such as a telephone line, a DSL line, a cable televi-
sion line, a fiber optics line, a wireless communication chan-
nel, the Internet, etc. (which are viewed as being the same as
or interchangeable with providing such software via a trans-
portable storage medium). The software or firmware instruc-
tions may include machine readable instructions stored on a
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memory of other computer-readable storage medium that,
when executed by the processor, cause the processor to per-
form various acts.
When implemented in hardware, the hardware may com-
prise one or more of discrete components, an integrated cir-
cuit, an ASIC, a programmable logic device (PLD), etc.
While various aspects of the present invention have been
described with reference to specific examples, which are
intended to be illustrative only and not to be limiting of the
invention, changes, additions and/or deletions may be made
to the disclosed embodiments without departing from the
scope of the invention.
What is claimed is:
1. A method, implemented in a communication device
configured to transmit signals conforming to a first commu-
nication protocol, of determining when to disallow transmis-
sions according to the first communication protocol, wherein
a number of times that transmissions can be disallowed in a
time frame is limited, the method comprising:
determining, at one or more processors, a first measure of
a benefit of disallowing transmission during a first time
period within the time frame, wherein the benefit of
disallowing transmission during the first time period
includes (i) an immediate benefit of disallowing trans-
mission during the first time period, and (ii) a future
benefit of having, for use in a subsequent portion of the
time frame, a decremented number of opportunities to
disallow transmission;
determining, at one or more processors, a second measure
of a benefit of not disallowing transmission during the
first time period, wherein the benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period includes (i) an
immediate benefit of not disallowing transmission dur-
ing the first time period, and (ii) a future benefit of
having, for use in the subsequent portion of the time
frame, a non-decremented number of opportunities to
disallow transmission, and wherein the non-decre-
mented number is greater than the decremented number;

determining, at one or more processors, whether to disal-
low transmission according to the first communication
protocol during the first time period at least in part by
comparing the first measure to the second measure; and

inresponse to determining to disallow transmission during
the first time period, preventing, with one or more pro-
cessors, the communication device from transmitting
according to the first communication protocol during the
first time period.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein:

the first time period is an i-th time period of the time frame;

determining the first measure includes calculating a quan-

tity U,, , (k-=1)+R, (denial), where U,, ,(k-1) is a measure
of the future benefit of having, for use in the subsequent
portion of the time frame, the decremented number of
opportunities to disallow transmission, where (k-1) is
the decremented number, and where R, (denial) is a mea-
sure of the immediate benefit of disallowing transmis-
sion during the first time period; and

determining the second measure includes calculating a

quantity U, ,,(k)+R, (no denial), where U,, , (k) is a mea-
sure of the future benefit of having, for use in the sub-
sequent portion of the time frame, the non-decremented
number of opportunities to disallow transmission, where
k is the non-decremented number, and where R, (no
denial) is a measure of the immediate benefit of not
disallowing transmission during the first time period.

3. The method of claim 2, wherein determining whether to
disallow transmission during the first time period includes
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determining to disallow transmission during the first time
period in response to determining that the first measure is
greater than, or greater than or equal to, the second measure.
4. The method of claim 1, wherein:
the communication device is further configured to receive
signals conforming to a second communication protocol
different than the first communication protocol;
one or both of (i) the first measure and (ii) the second
measure is determined based at least in part on one or
more of

a benefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to
the second communication protocol during the first
time period,

a benefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to
the second communication protocol during one or
more time periods in the subsequent portion of the
time frame,

a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming
to the first communication protocol during the first
time period, and

a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming
to the first communication protocol during one or
more time periods in the subsequent portion of the
time frame.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein:

the first communication protocol is a Long Term Evolution
(LTE) protocol;

the first time period is a first LTE subframe; and

the second communication protocol is either a Wi-Fi pro-
tocol or a Bluetooth protocol.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein:

determining the first measure includes determining the first
measure based on known future traffic scheduling; and

determining the second measure includes determining the
second measure based on the known future traffic sched-
uling.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining, at one or more processors, a third measure of

a benefit of disallowing transmission during a second

time period within the time frame, wherein the second

time period precedes the first time period within the time
frame, wherein the benefit of disallowing transmission
during the second time period includes (i) an immediate
benefit of disallowing transmission during the second
time period, and (ii) a future benefit of having, for use in
both the first time period and the subsequent portion of
the time frame, a twice-decremented number of oppor-
tunities to disallow transmission, and wherein the twice-
decremented number is greater than the decremented
number;

determining, at one or more processors, a fourth measure
of a benefit of not disallowing transmission during the
second time period, wherein the benefit of not disallow-
ing transmission during the second time period includes

(1) an immediate benefit of not disallowing transmission

during the second time period, and (ii) a future benefit of

having, for use in both the first time period and the
subsequent portion of the time frame, the decremented
number of opportunities to disallow transmission;
determining, at one or more processors, whether to disal-
low transmission according to the first communication
protocol during the second time period at least in part by
comparing the third measure to the fourth measure; and
in response to determining to not disallow transmission
during the second time period, allowing, with one or
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more processors, the communication device to transmit
according to the first communication protocol during the
second time period.
8. The method of claim 1, wherein:
the method further comprises, prior to determining the first
measure and prior to determining the second measure,
determining, at one or more processors and based on
information received from a base station, an allowed
number of opportunities to disallow transmission
according to the first communication protocol; and
determining the first measure and determining the second
measure are both based in part on the allowed number of
opportunities.
9. A communication device comprising:
a first transceiver configured to transmit signals conform-
ing to a first communication protocol;
a second transceiver configured to receive signals con-
forming to a second communication protocol different
than the first communication protocol; and
an arbiter processor unit coupled to (i) the first transceiver
and (ii) the second transceiver, wherein the arbiter pro-
cessor unit is configured to determine when to disallow
transmissions according to the first communication pro-
tocol, and wherein a number of times that the arbiter
processor unit can disallow transmissions in a time
frame is limited, the arbiter processor unit being config-
ured to determine when to disallow transmissions at
least in part by being configured to
determine a first measure of a benefit of disallowing
transmission during a first time period within the time
frame, wherein the benefit of disallowing transmis-
sion during the first time period includes (i) an imme-
diate benefit of disallowing transmission during the
first time period, and (ii) a future benefit of having, for
use in a subsequent portion of the time frame, a dec-
remented number of opportunities to disallow trans-
mission,

determine a second measure of a benefit of not disallow-
ing transmission during the first time period, wherein
the benefit of not disallowing transmission during the
first time period includes (i) an immediate benefit of
not disallowing transmission during the first time
period, and (ii) a future benefit of having, foruse in the
subsequent portion of the time frame, a non-decre-
mented number of opportunities to disallow transmis-
sion, and wherein the non-decremented number is
greater than the decremented number,

determine whether to disallow transmission according
to the first communication protocol during the first
time period at least by comparing the first measure to
the second measure, and

when determining to disallow transmission during the
first time period, prevent the first transceiver from
transmitting according to the first communication
protocol during the first time period.

10. The communication device of claim 9, wherein:

the first time period is an i-th time period of the time frame;
and

the arbiter processor unit is configured to
determine the first measure at least by calculating a

quantity U, ,(k-1)+R, (denial), where U, ,(k-1) is a
measure of the future benefit of having, for use in the
subsequent portion of the time frame, the decre-
mented number of opportunities to disallow transmis-
sion, where (k-1) is the decremented number, and
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where R,(denial) is a measure of the immediate ben-
efit of disallowing transmission during the first time
period, and

determine the second measure at least by calculating a
quantity U,, (k)+R,(no denial), where U,, (k) is a
measure of the future benefit of having, for use in the
subsequent portion of the time frame, the non-decre-
mented number of opportunities to disallow transmis-
sion, where k is the non-decremented number, and
where R; (no denial) is a measure of the immediate
benefit of not disallowing transmission during the first
time period.

11. The communication device of claim 10, wherein the
arbiter processor unit is configured to determine whether to
disallow transmission during the first time period at least by
determining to disallow transmission during the first time
period when determining that the first measure is greater than,
or greater than or equal to, the second measure.

12. The communication device of claim 9, wherein the
arbiter processor unit is configured to determine one or both
of (i) the first measure and (ii) the second measure based at
least in part on one or more of

abenefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to the

second communication protocol during the first time
period;

abenefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to the

second communication protocol during one or more
time periods in the subsequent portion of the time frame;

a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming to

the first communication protocol during the first time
period; and

a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming to

the first communication protocol during one or more
time periods in the subsequent portion of the time frame.

13. The communication device of claim 9, wherein:

the first communication protocol is a Long Term Evolution

(LTE) protocol;

the first time period is a first LTE subframe; and

the second communication protocol is either a Wi-Fi pro-

tocol or a Bluetooth protocol.

14. The communication device of claim 9, wherein the
arbiter processor unit is configured to:

determine the first measure based at least on known future

traffic scheduling; and

determine the second measure based at least on the known

future traffic scheduling.

15. The communication device of claim 9, wherein:

the arbiter processor unit is further configured to, prior to

determining the first measure and prior to determining
the second measure, determine, based on information
received from a base station, an allowed number of
opportunities to disallow transmission according to the
first communication protocol; and

the arbiter processor unit is configured to (i) determine the

first measure, and (ii) determine the second measure,
based at least in part on the allowed number of opportu-
nities.

16. A tangible, non-transitory computer-readable medium
storing instructions for determining when to disallow trans-
missions according to a first communication protocol,
wherein a number of times that transmissions can be disal-
lowed in a time frame is limited, and wherein the instructions,
when executed by one or more processors, cause the one or
more processors to:

determine a first measure of a benefit of disallowing trans-

mission during a first time period within the time frame,
wherein the benefit of disallowing transmission during
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the first time period includes (i) an immediate benefit of
disallowing transmission during the first time period,
and (ii) a future benefit of having, foruse in a subsequent
portion of the time frame, a decremented number of
opportunities to disallow transmission;

determine a second measure of a benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period, wherein the
benefit of not disallowing transmission during the first
time period includes (i) an immediate benefit of not
disallowing transmission during the first time period,
and (ii) a future benefit of having, for use in the subse-
quent portion of the time frame, a non-decremented
number of opportunities to disallow transmission, and
wherein the non-decremented number is greater than the
decremented number;

determine whether to disallow transmission according to
the first communication protocol during the first time
period at least by comparing the first measure to the
second measure; and

when determining to disallow transmission during the first
time period, prevent a communication device from
transmitting according to the first communication pro-
tocol during the first time period.

17. The tangible, non-transitory computer-readable

medium of claim 16, wherein:

the first time period is an i-th time period of the time frame;

the instructions cause the one or more processors to deter-
mine the first measure at least by calculating a quantity
U,,,(k=-1)+R,(denial), where U,, ,(k-1) is a measure of
the future benefit of having, for use in the subsequent
portion of the time frame, the decremented number of
opportunities to disallow transmission, where (k-1) is
the decremented number, and where R, (denial) is a mea-
sure of the immediate benefit of disallowing transmis-
sion during the first time period; and

the instructions cause the one or more processors to deter-
mine the second measure at least by calculating a quan-
tity U, , (k)+R,(no denial), where U, , (k) is a measure of
the future benefit of having, for use in the subsequent
portion of the time frame, the non-decremented number
of opportunities to disallow transmission, where k is the
non-decremented number, and where R,(no denial) is a
measure of the immediate benefit of not disallowing
transmission during the first time period.

18. The tangible, non-transitory computer-readable
medium of claim 17, wherein the instructions cause the one or
more processors to determine whether to disallow transmis-
sion during the first time period at least by determining to
disallow transmission during the first time period when deter-
mining that the first measure is greater than, or greater than or
equal to, the second measure.

19. The tangible, non-transitory computer-readable
medium of claim 16, wherein the instructions cause the one or
more processors to determine one or both of (i) the first
measure and (ii) the second measure based at least in part on
one or more of:

a benefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to a
second communication protocol, different than the first
communication protocol, during the first time period;

a benefit of receiving one or more signals conforming to the
second communication protocol during one or more
time periods in the subsequent portion of the time frame;

a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming to
the first communication protocol during the first time
period; and
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a benefit of transmitting one or more signals conforming to
the first communication protocol during one or more
time periods in the subsequent portion of the time frame.

20. The tangible, non-transitory computer-readable

medium of claim 19, wherein: 5
the first communication protocol is a Long Term Evolution
(LTE) protocol;

the first time period is a first LTE subframe; and

the second communication protocol is either a Wi-Fi pro-
tocol or a Bluetooth protocol. 10
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